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PRIME: Blind Multispectral Unmixing Using
Virtual Quantum Prism and Convex Geometry

Chia-Hsiang Lin, Member, IEEE, and Jhao-Ting Lin, Student Member, IEEE

Abstract—Multispectral unmixing (MU) is critical due to the
inevitable mixed pixel phenomenon caused by the limited spatial
resolution of typical multispectral images in remote sensing.
However, MU mathematically corresponds to the underdeter-
mined blind source separation problem, thus highly challenging,
preventing researchers from tackling it. Previous MU works all
ignore the underdetermined issue, and merely consider scenarios
with more bands than sources. This work attempts to resolve the
underdetermined issue by further conducting the light-splitting
task using a network-inspired virtual prism, and as this task is
challenging, we achieve so by incorporating the very advanced
quantum feature extraction techniques. We emphasize that the
prism is virtual (allowing us to fix the spectral response as a
simple deterministic matrix), so the virtual hyperspectral image
(HSI) it generates has no need to correspond to some real
hyperspectral sensor; in other words, it is good enough as
long as the virtual HSI satisfies some fundamental properties
of light splitting (e.g., non-negativity and continuity). With the
above virtual quantum prism, we know that the virtual HSI is
expected to possess some desired simplex structure. This allows
us to adopt the convex geometry to unmix the spectra, followed
by downsampling the pure spectra back to the multispectral
domain, thereby achieving MU. Experimental evidence shows
great potential of our MU algorithm, termed as prism-inspired
multispectral endmember extraction (PRIME).

Index Terms— Multispectral image, hyperspectral image, blind
source separation, underdetermined system, quantum deep learn-
ing, convex geometry.

I. INTRODUCTION

Most existing optical satellites acquire multispectral images
(MSI) over diverse landscapes, while they often suffer from
the so-called mixed pixel phenomenon as typical multispectral
images in remote sensing have limited spatial resolution. This
means that the spatial region of one pixel could cover a large
area hence containing multiple substances, and thus a pixel
could be considered as a mixture of several pure multispectral
spectra of the underlying substances. To facilitate practical
applications, we need to develop blind source separation (BSS)
technology [1] to unambiguously recover the pure spectra
from the mixed multispectral pixels for better classification
and identification. To echo relevant BSS development in the
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hyperspectral remote sensing area [2], we term this BSS
technology as multispectral unmixing (MU).

Different from hyperspectral unmixing (HU), which has
more observations than sources, the MU problem mathemat-
ically corresponds to the underdetermined equation system,
and is theoretically much more challenging than HU. In
fact, the HU problem often induces NP-hard criteria, such as
Craig’s geometry criterion [3]–[5] or the algebraic criterion
called non-negative matrix factorization (NMF) [6]. Since MU
corresponds to the even challenging underdetermined case,
this is probably why it prevents researchers from tackling it,
making the MU technique quite rarely seen in the literature.
After conducting a detailed survey, we found one probably the
most relevant work [7], where some seminal HU algorithms
are extended for MU. Specifically, MU is attempted by the
three HU algorithms, including Vertex Component Analysis
(VCA) [8], N-FINDR [9], and NMF [10]. The three algorithms
are selected partly because they (or their variations) are the
most widely used unmixing methods, which are proven to be
robust and reliable, and partly because they represent different
HU categories showing unique advantages depending on the
real scenarios [7]. It is interesting to remark that convex
geometry plays a critical role in N-FINDR [9], which is based
on the Winter’s criterion that attempts to find the largest
simplex inscribed in the data convex hull [11]. This is converse
to the aforementioned Craig’s criterion, which recovers the
pure spectra using the vertices of the minimum simplex
that contains all the data pixel points. Related HU theory,
known as John ellipsoid criterion [12], has been proposed for
high-performance HU to mitigate the NP-hardness of Craig’s
criterion. John ellipsoid criterion can be implemented using
convex optimization, with convex log-determinant objective
function over the positive definite cone, and with the convex
second-order cone constraints. This convex problem can be
solved using the first-order optimizer within polynomial time,
based on the fast iterative shrinkage-thresholding algorithm
(FISTA) optimization [13].

However, the pioneering MU work [7] does not consider
the underdetermined scenarios wherein there are more sources
than observations; for example, one of the experiments therein
involves P = 8 multispectral bands but only with N = 4
sources. To understand that our work aims at solving the MU
from a fundamentally different but more practical perspective,
let us mathematically describe our problem as to recover the
multispectral endmember matrix B ∈ RP×N and the abun-
dance matrix S ∈ RN×L from the observable multispectral
image Zm = BS ∈ RP×L in the case of more sources than
bands (i.e., P < N ), where P is the number of multispectral
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bands, N is the number of sources/substances presented in
Zm, and L is the number of pixels. Note that what we are
interested in is the more practical underdetermined MU case of
P < N , because typical multispectral satellites often have less
than 5 spectral bands, while a typical multispectral image often
covers more than 5 substances. However, previous MU works
all ignore the underdetermined issue, and merely consider
scenarios with more bands than sources (i.e., P > N ).

Though there are some underdetermined BSS methods at-
tempting to solve problems similar to MU, they are developed
for speech mixture signals (not applicable for image-type
signals), and would make very specific sparsity assumptions
on the sources [14], [15]. There are very few BSS methods
designed for the underdetermined case. Most underdetermined
BSS methods are designed for acoustic signals (not non-
negative). For example, in [16], the authors proposed a
clustering-based method in the frequency domain that can
be applied to a scenario where there are fewer microphones
than sources. In [17], the authors adopt the singular spectrum
analysis to approach underdetermined BSS, where the analysis
requires the precondition of stationary and statistically inde-
pendent sources. Nevertheless, in remote sensing images, the
sources are seldom statistically independent [18].

With a fundamentally different approach, this work attempts
to resolve the underdetermined issue by incorporating a virtual
prism to further conduct the light-splitting function on the
observed MSI. Inspired by our recent investigation on the
spectral super-resolution technique [19], such a virtual light-
splitting task is considered technically feasible. As a side
remark, the spectral super-resolution in [19] is achieved by
blending the advantages of both convex optimization (CO) and
deep learning (DE), leading to the so-called CODE learning
theory [20]. Let us get back to the required virtual prism. Since
the light-splitting function is challenging, this paper tries to
achieve so through the help of the very advanced quantum
feature extraction techniques [21]. Specifically, we implement
this prism function as a quantum deep network (QUEEN), and,
to ensure that our overall MU algorithm is a blind one, we have
to train the QUEEN in a fully unsupervised manner. Note that
blind mechanism is often preferred in remote sensing [22]. In
very recent remote sensing literature [23], QUEEN has been
applied to well restore satellite-acquired hyperspectral images
(HSI). As this technique, referred to as hyperspectral QUEEN
(HyperQUEEN), has very solid mathematical ground (e.g.,
provable quantum full expressibility), its quantum network
architecture will be employed in our MU method [23].

To make the above seemingly crazy idea more feasible, we
propose to somewhat simplify the complexity of the light-
splitting function. For example, unlike the method in [19] that
performs about 10 times spectral super-resolution, the virtual
prism we need basically just has to perform 2 times spectral
super-resolution, because usually we have 2P ≥ N in practice
(e.g., a 4-band MSI covering 6 material substances). Here,
we purposely emphasize that the prism is virtual (allowing us
to fix the spectral response as a simple deterministic matrix
[24]), so the prism-generated virtual HSI has no need to
correspond to some real hyperspectral sensor. Therefore, it
should be sufficient as long as the virtual HSI satisfies some

fundamental properties of light splitting (e.g., non-negativity
and spectral continuity), greatly simplifying the design of the
prism architecture and thus increasing the technical feasibility
of the proposed idea. With the above virtual quantum prism,
the prism-generated virtual HSI is expected to possess some
natural properties of HSI data, such as the desired simplex
geometry structure [25]. This not only allows us to utilize the
virtual HSI to judiciously formulate the MU problem, but also
allows us to solve the problem by adopting convex geometry
theory to effectively perform HU on the virtual HSI, followed
by spectrally downsampling the extracted pure endmember
spectra back to the multispectral domain to complete the MU
task. Experimental evidences demonstrate the feasibility and
superiority of our proposed MU algorithm.

The remaining parts of this paper are organized as below.
In Section II, we illustrate our innovative prism-based idea
for solving the underdetermined MU problem, and show how
it induces the cycling data-fitting term in our proposed MU
criterion. We also implement the prism using quantum deep
learning, and accordingly develop an algorithm to realize
the proposed criterion, where we plug a convex geometry
mechanism to achieve efficient computing. As this is the first
MU work that fundamentally considers the underdetermined
scenario, we design an experimental protocol to evaluate the
MU performance in Section III, where we demonstrate the
superiority of our algorithm with ablation study. Finally, the
conclusions are drawn in Section IV.

Some standard notations used in this paper are collectively
presented hereinafter. Z++, Rn, and Rm×n, denote, respec-
tively, the sets of positive integers, real-valued n-dimensional
vectors, and real-valued m-by-n matrices. The set difference
is denoted as “\”. ∥ · ∥F and ∥ · ∥1 denote, respectively, the
Frobenius norm and the ℓ1-norm. The symbols 1m and Im
represent, respectively, an all-one column vector of dimen-
sion m and an identity matrix of dimension m-by-m. The
Kronecker product is defined as ⊗. Given a matrix M , the
notation M ≥ 0 means that M is elementwise non-negative;
[M ](i,:), [M ](:,j), and [M ](i,j) denote the ith row of M ,
jth column of M , and the (i, j)th entry of M , respectively.
DIAG(Y1, . . . ,YN ) denotes the block-diagonal matrix with
Yn being the nth diagonal block for n = 1, . . . , N [11]. The
convex hull, affine hull [11], and volume of a given set S are,
respectively, represented as convS, affS, and volume(S).

II. THE PROPOSED MU ALGORITHM

A. Criterion Design

Remotely sensed multispectral or hyperspectral satellite im-
ages often suffer from the so-called mixed pixel phenomenon.
HU is thus widely studied to recover pure hyperspectral
signatures (endmembers) for effective material identification.
However, MU is seldom seen in the literature because it
corresponds to the much more challenging underdetermined
case. Though MU seems impossible, we trickily employ the
recently sprouted spectral super-resolution technology [19] and
quantum technology [23] to reformulate MU into a virtual HU
problem. We solve the reformulated HU to obtain virtual end-
members, which are then transformed back to the multispectral
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domain, thereby obtaining the MU solution. According to the
above solution outline, let us introduce some notations below.

Given a typical HSI Zh ∈ RM×L, the linear mixing model
can be adopted to describe it as Zh = AS [8], [26], where
A ∈ RM×N is the hyperspectral endmember matrix and
S ∈ RN×L is the abundance matrix. Here, M is the number
of hyperspectral bands, L is the number of pixels, and N is
the number of materials presented in Zh. As for the physical
meaning, the ith column of A is the hyperspectral signature
of the material i, while the ith row of S corresponds to
the abundance map of the material i, for i = 1, . . . , N . For
most benchmark HU methods, N is assumed known a priori,
because the model-order selection itself is a challenging issue
[27]. As discussed in Section I, MU is regarded as more
challenging than HU. So, in this work, we also assume that
N is known, and focus on the tough MU problem itself.

To describe the associated MSI Zm, its relation with Zh

can be modeled as Zm = DZh ∈ RP×L, where P is the
number of multispectral bands, and D ∈ RP×M is the spectral
response matrix [24]. So, we have Zm = DAS = BS,
where B ≜ DA ∈ RP×N is referred to as the multispectral
endmember matrix. Here, the ith column of B is the multi-
spectral signature of the material i, for i = 1, . . . , N . The MU
problem can now be mathematically described as to recover
the two unknown quantities (B,S) from the MSI Zm = BS
when P < N , which is clearly an instance of underdetermined
BSS. We remark that though this sounds like a typical NMF
problem, it is actually more challenging as typical NMF often
considers the case of P > N [28].

As discussed in Section I, we have noticed some works
claiming that they are able to solve MU, but their scenarios
are actually with P ≥ N . Also, though there are some
underdetermined BSS techniques for P < N , they are not
applicable to MU. Therefore, this work is regarded as the first
attempt to explore the possibility of solving MU directly for
the underdetermined case of P < N . To this end, an intuitive
criterion is to minimize the naive NMF data-fitting term, i.e.,

∥Zm −BS∥F = ∥Zm −DAS∥F , (1)

which is, however, ineffective as it does not resolve the
underdetermined issue (still less bands than sources).

A natural idea is to introduce an auxiliary variable that
does not suffer from the underdetermined issue. Specifically,
we incorporate a virtual prism f to further conduct light
splitting on the observable optical information Zm, thereby
generating more virtual bands to form the auxiliary hyperspec-
tral information Zh. This idea is technically feasible, though
sounds impossible, as evidenced by very recent advances
in the spectral super-resolution technique [19]. To make the
above idea clear, related quantities are graphically illustrated
in Figure 1, from which a natural data-fitting criterion can be
deduced as ∥Zm − DAS∥2F + ∥Zh − AS∥2F + ∥f(Zm) −
Zh∥2F + ∥DZh − Zm∥2F . As we have f(Zm) = Zh = AS,
the data-fitting term can be explicitly written as

DF(A,S,Zh, f) ≜ ∥Zm −Df(Zm)∥2F + ∥Zh −AS∥2F
+ ∥f(Zm)−Zh∥2F + ∥DZh −Zm∥2F ,

(2)

Fig. 1. This graph illustrates the relations among the observable MSI Zm, the
virtual prism f (to be implemented by the quantum deep network, QUEEN),
the virtual HSI Zh generated by f , and the spectra response matrix D. This
induces the data-fitting equation of Zm = Df(Zm) with unknown f to be
optimized by the Adam optimizer.

where, considering the high complexity of the function that the
virtual prism should achieve, we introduce the rather advanced
quantum feature extraction technique [23] to learn unitary
features for realizing the function f in (2), as will be defined
and detailed later.

Though (2) forming the cycling in Figure 1 well resolves
the underdetermined issue, the criterion itself is still ill-posed,
and thus requires additional regularization. Below, we discuss
the regularization of (A,S,Zh, f). First, the regularization of
the hyperspectral signature matrix A = [a1, . . . ,aN ] is tricky.
Accordingly to the well known Craig’s criterion in the remote
sensing area [3], the endmember simplex conv{a1, . . . ,aN}
will hold a high resemblance to the minimum-volume data-
enclosing simplex. In fact, under mild practical conditions on
the data purity, Craig’s criterion has been proven to be a perfect
conjecture with solid theoretical ground about two decades
after it was proposed [29], [30]. This motivates us to regularize
A using the volume of the endmemeber simplex, i.e.,

V (A) ≜ volume(conv{a1, . . . ,aN}), (3)

where ai is the hyperspectral signature of the material i (i.e.,
the ith endmember).

Moreover, the abundance maps S are known to be sparse
in practice [31], because each of its rows presents the spatial
distribution of a particular material/substance over an often
large area in remote sensing. Such an abundance sparsity
motivates us to regularize S using the ℓ1-norm function, i.e,

∥S∥1 ≜
N∑
i=1

L∑
j=1

|Sij |, (4)

where |Sij | denotes the absolute value of the (i, j)th entry
of S. As the ℓ1-norm function is known to be the convex
envelope of the ℓ0-norm function (defined as the number of
non-zero entries) [11], it can promote the desired sparsity.

Note that as A and S are regularized, Zh = AS has
been automatically regularized as well. Thus, we only need to
discuss the regularization of f , which is far more tricky. Let F
be the searching domain for the virtual prism f ; in other words,
F represents the space of all the possible functions f that can
be implemented by the deep network (i.e., Figure 2). Since
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the network f has to return a valid HSI Zh = f(Zm), we
should promote the spectral continuity and spatial continuity
of the HSI, leading to the regularizer of f , i.e.,

REGf ≜ TVspa(f(Zm)) + α TVspe(f(Zm)), (5)

where α is the parameter controlling the relative regularization
strength (empirically set as α := 1E−4), and TVspe and TVspa
are the spectral and spatial total-variation (TV) functions,
respectively. To define the two TV functions, TVspe is pixel-
wise applied and defined as the ℓ1-norm of the gradient taken
along the spectral dimension, and TVspa is band-wise applied
and defined as the ℓ1-norm of the gradient taken along the
spatial dimension. These definitions can promote the desired
continuity, because minimizing the ℓ1-norm promotes sparsity
of the gradients, thereby encouraging the solution smoothness
along the working dimension [32]. Instead of independently
performing spectral super-resolution for each pixel, the TVspa
function introduces a collaboration scheme among the pixels
during the MU procedure.

As a summary, we propose to use the regularization func-
tion, i.e.,

REG(A,S, f) ≜ V (A) + ∥S∥1 + REGf , (6)

leading to the overall MU criterion, i.e.,

min
A,S,Zh,f∈F

DF(A,S,Zh, f) + λREG(A,S, f)

s.t. A ≥ 0, S ≥ 0, Zh ≥ 0, (7)

where λ > 0 is the regularization parameter empirically set
as λ := 0.1, and the three non-negativity constraints are
oriented from the natures of the respective quantities. As (7) is
solved, we obtain the optimal (A⋆,S⋆), from which we have
the final MU solution; specifically, we have the multispectral
endmember matrix B⋆ := DA⋆ and the abundance matrix
S⋆ (cf. Algorithm 1).

B. Geometry-Based Algorithm Design

Next, we design an algorithm to implement the proposed
MU criterion (7). Directly handling it is too difficult even
if we are simply talking about the optimization ordering of
the four block variables. Thus, we propose to merge (A,S)
into a single block variable, thereby allowing us to elegantly
adopt convex geometry to simultaneously solve (A,S), as will
be detailed later. Now, we just have three block variables,
easier for us to decide the optimization ordering. Considering
the ease of the initialization, we propose to first optimize f ,
followed by optimizing Zh, and finally the block variable
(A,S) is optimized, as specified in Algorithm 1. We term
our algorithm as prism-inspired multispectral endmember ex-
traction (PRIME).

To initiate this alternating optimization scheme, we need to
initialize Zh and (A,S). For Zh, we propose to initialize it
as a slightly perturbed light-splitting version of the P -band
Zm, as detailed below. As discussed previously, the virtual
Zh has no need to correspond to some real HSI sensor, so
we can flexibly assume that each band in Zm is split into
γ ∈ Z++ bands (i.e., M = γP ). Therefore, the spectral

Algorithm 1 PRIME Algorithm for Solving (7)
1: Given the MSI Zm. Set t := 0.
2: Initialize Zt

h by (8), and initialize (At,St) by performing
HU on Zt

h using HISUN [1].
3: repeat
4: Update f t+1 by learning the relation between Zt

h and
Zm using Adam optimizer [33].

5: Update Zt+1
h by (12) using At,St, f t+1(Zm), and Zm.

6: Update (At+1,St+1) by processing Zt+1
h using Hyper-

CSI [4].
7: t := t+ 1.
8: until the predefined stopping criterion is met.
9: Output multispectral endmember matrix B⋆ := DAt and

abundance matrix S⋆ := St.

response matrix D is given by D ≜ IP ⊗ 1T
γ ∈ RP×M .

Considering that the concept of the M -band virtual Zh is
proposed to mitigate the underdetermined issue (thus requiring
M = γP ≥ N ), and that we usually have 2P ≥ N in
practice as discussed before, we can simply consider γ := 2
for conciseness. According to the physical meaning of light
splitting, the ith MSI band [Zm](i,:) can be split into two HSI
bands, i.e., 0.5([Zm](i,:)± [θ](i,:)) for some [θ](i,:), which en-
sures the light-splitting relation of DZh = Zm. Considering
the desired continuity of the HSI bands, we can set [θ](i,:)
as 1

4 ([Zm](i+1,:) − [Zm](i,:)) for uniform spectral sampling;
further considering the boundary issue, the last term (i.e., the
P th term) is set as [θ](P,:) as 1

4 ([Zm](P,:) − [Zm](P−1,:)). To
be precise, the above generated M -band information Z̃h can
be explicitly written as

[
Z̃h

]
(i,:)

=

0.5
(
[Zm]( i+1

2 ,:) − [θ]( i+1
2 ,:)

)
, for odd i,

0.5
(
[Zm]( i

2 ,:)
+ [θ]( i

2 ,:)

)
, for even i.

It can be proven true that the M -band Z̃h is still of rank P , so
it is slightly perturbed with Gaussian noise N whose energy
is about p := 5% of Z̃h, leading to the initialization of

Z0
h = Z̃h + cN , with c ≜

√
p∥Z̃h∥2F
∥N∥2F

, (8)

followed by projecting it back to the non-negative orthant to
meet the non-negative nature of HSI. Finally, considering that
the slightly perturbed version is empirically observed to be
ill-conditioned, though of full rank, we initialize (A0,S0) by
performing HU on the virtual HSI Z0

h using the John ellipsoid-
driven BSS method [1] called highly-mixed/ill-conditioned
spectrum unmixing (HISUN), which is proven to be robust
against the ill-conditioned issue. The above heuristic initial-
ization strategy will be experimentally proven effective, and
is summarized in Algorithm 1.

The remaining task is to derive solutions for the three block
variables in the MU criterion (7). According to (2), (5), (6),
and (7), they amount to the following three subproblems, i.e.,

f t+1 ∈ argmin
f∈F

∥Zm −Df(Zm)∥2F + ∥f(Zm)−Zt
h∥2F

+ λ(TVspa(f(Zm)) + α TVspe(f(Zm))), (9)
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Zt+1
h ∈ arg min

Zh≥0
∥Zh −AtSt∥2F + ∥f t+1(Zm)−Zh∥2F

+ ∥DZh −Zm∥2F , (10)

(A,S)
t+1 ∈ arg min

A,S≥0

∥Zt+1
h −AS∥2F

λ
+ V (A) + ∥S∥1,

(11)

which will be alternatively updated in Algorithm 1. To solve
(9), we will design f as a QUEEN-based quantum prism
network, and train the network to learn the light-splitting
relation between Zt

h and Zm using Adam optimizer [33]. As
there is a long story behind the network design of f , it will
be collectively presented in Section II-C, where (9) will be
considered as the loss function during the training phase.

To solve (10), the non-negative constraint would make
the optimization slow. Considering that the overall criterion
(7) is non-convex, we may not need to pursue a global
optimal solution. Thus, for efficient optimization, we solve the
objective function in (10), followed by projecting the solution
to the non-negative orthant to catch up with the constraint of
(10), leading to the update of

Zt+1
h = Π((2IM +DTD)−1(AtSt + f t+1(Zm) +DTZm)),

(12)

where Π(·) is the projector onto the non-negative orthant, as
presented in Algorithm 1.

To solve (11), note that even without the regularizers V (A)
and ∥S∥1, the first term of (11) is already the NP-hard NMF
problem. That said, we need to find a strategy to efficiently
address (11). Our idea is to employ the convex geometry al-
gorithm called Hyperplane-based Craig Simplex Identification
(HyperCSI) [4], which is not only extremely fast but also
exactly matches the physical meaning of (11), as illustrated be-
low. Let us explain how the three terms in (11) associate with
the mechanisms in HyperCSI. For the first term, the problem
“minA,S≥0

∥Zt+1
h −AS∥2

F

λ ≡ minA,S≥0 ∥Zt+1
h − AS∥2F ”

(cf. λ > 0) is exactly the unregularized NMF criterion
for performing HU on Zt+1

h [4], [10], and HyperCSI is
exactly proposed for high-performance HU. For the second
term V (A), it encourages a solution A = [a1, . . . ,aN ] to
form the minimum-volume simplex conv{a1, . . . ,aN} (cf.
(3)), and this is exactly what Craig’s criterion proposes to
do [3]. This minimum-volume mechanism is exactly cov-
ered by HyperCSI, because HyperCSI is developed based
on Craig’s minimum-volume HU criterion [4, Equation (8)].
For the third term ∥S∥1, this is to promote the abundance
sparsity of S, as discussed in (4). Notice that in HyperCSI,
instead of estimating the vertices of the minimum simplex, it
equivalently estimates the hyperplanes forming the boundary
of the minimum simplex. Using such a hyperplane geometry
is exactly to capture the abundance sparsity of S, as detailed
in [4, Section III.E], where the key theory is that [S](i,n) = 0
(sparsity) if, and only if, the nth pixel of Zt+1

h belongs
to the ith hyperplane Hi ≜ aff({a1, . . . ,aN} \ {ai}) [4,
Section III.E]. Thus, identifying the boundary hyperplanes
also promotes the abundance sparsity. Overall, both (11) and
HyperCSI are to conduct HU using the minimum-volume

TABLE I
QUANTUM GATES USED IN THE QUANTUM PRISM f , THEIR SYMBOLS, AND

THE CORRESPONDING UNITARY OPERATORS. IN THE MATHEMATICAL
DEFINITIONS, LET δ ≜ cos(θ/2) AND γ ≜ sin(θ/2).

Quantum Gate Symbol Unitary Operator

Rotation X RX(θ)

(
δ −iγ

−iγ δ

)
Rotation Y RY (θ)

(
δ −γ
γ δ

)

Ising XX XX(θ)

 δ 0 0 −iγ
0 δ −iγ 0
0 −iγ δ 0

−iγ 0 0 δ


Pauli-Z

(
1 0
0 −1

)
NOT X

(
0 1
1 0

)

Toffoli (CCNOT) DIAG(I4, X, I2)

and sparsity regularization mechanisms. Therefore, we update
(At+1,St+1) of (11) by processing Zt+1

h using HyperCSI [4],
whose compression and radius parameters are set as η := 1
and r := 1E − 8, respectively. We have completed the design
of the PRIME algorithm for MU, which is summarized in
Algorithm 1.

To conclude this section, we remark that PRIME judiciously
blends the advantages of both convex analysis (CO) and deep
learning (DE), echoing the recent trend in remote sensing and
imaging areas [20]. This CODE theory has spurred numerous
latest remote sensing technologies, such as mangrove mapping
[34], image fusion [35], and change detection [36], etc.

C. Quantum Prism Design

Let us specify how we update f in (9), whose architecture
design and training strategy will be discussed in this section.
If we could have a pretrained f , then the alternating step (9)
could actually be omitted. However, the mission of f is to
perform the virtual light-splitting function, which does not
associate with a real HSI sensor; that said, big data collection
for pretraining f does not seem to be feasible, due to the lack
of ground-truth real HSI. This motivates us to train f using
the deep image prior (DIP) strategy [37], because this can be
done by using just the single data (i.e., the observable MSI
Zm). Another great advantage is that DIP is an unsupervised
strategy, which can be done in a blind manner.

To be more specific, the network f accepts the input Zm,
and outputs the virtual HSI Zh, merely from which we can
unsupervisedly train/optimize the network parameters with
the loss function provided by (9). Note that through the
training/optimization of (9), the single data pair (Zm,Zt

h)
is sufficient to complete the learning of the light-splitting
relation. Since both the training data (i.e., Zm) and network
architecture f (to be designed next) are fixed, we do not
need to train f t+1 from scratch. Instead, we can initialize
the network parameters as f t when training f t+1 during the
(t + 1)th iteration of Algorithm 1. In other words, there are
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Fig. 2. The illustrating architecture of the QUEEN-based [23] quantum prism network f , where the learning parameters include (ρi, ωi, θi, ϕi). Note that
xi’s are not learning parameters but for data encoding, meaning that the feature value xi is encoded as the angle of the quantum rotation gate RY (a.k.a.
quantum angle embedding). DC module highly compresses the input image information into very few qubits, which are then fed into the core FE module with
the cross-feature ordering specified in the yellow cubes. Provably, the core FE module can realize any valid quantum operators. Once the core quantum signal
processings are done with the core FE module, we use the inverse-QC module to read out the well processed quantum signals (cf. [23, Section II.C]). Finally,
the SS module is designed according to the aforementioned light-splitting relation of 0.5([Zm](i,:) ± [θ](i,:)) (cf. Section II-B) for shaping the spectra.

10 iterations in PRIME, where f is carefully trained with
100 epochs during the first iteration, while f is fine-tuned
with only 30 epochs in the remaining nine iterations. As the
PRIME algorithm evolves as the iteration number t increases,
the virtual HSI Zt

h gets better, and through the criterion (9),
this better information of Zt

h is injected into the learning of
f , thereby obtaining a better light-splitting function f t+1. In
this work, (9) is optimized via the adaptive moment estimation
(Adam) optimizer (learning rate set as 0.005) [33].

Next, we design the QUEEN-based prism function f . We
will adopt the quantum feature extraction technique developed
in HyperQUEEN [23], partly because we believe that the
advanced concept of quantum features can contribute to the
learning of the complicated light-splitting task (a.k.a. spectral
super-resolution), and partly because the low-rank module
in HyperQUEEN may be interpreted as the spectral super-
resolution module (cf. [23, Table II]). To get a sense, QUEEN
is a deep network composed of quantum neurons, as its
name suggested. Here, quantum neurons are also known as
(a.k.a.) quantum logic gates. Some frequently used ones are
summarized in Table I, including the rotation gates, Ising
gate, Pauli gate, and Toffoli gate, etc. One can see that all
these quantum gates correspond to some unitary operators
[23, Section II], defined in Table I, where we also display
the symbols of these gates.

The design of the quantum prism network f is graph-

ically illustrated in Figure 2, which is composed of four
modules, including the deep compression (DC) module, the
core full expressibility (FE) module, the spectrum shaping
(SS) module, and the inverse-QC module for addressing the
quantum collapse (QC) effect, to be introduced below. The DC
module is proposed to account for the very limited quantum bit
(qubit) resources in current quantum computers; for example,
the almost most advanced quantum computer called “IBM
Osprey” has only 433 qubits. Thus, the DC module (defined
in Table II) highly compresses the image information into
very few qubits, for conducting the core quantum image
processing in the highly compressed feature space [23]. The
features xi’s are then fed into the core FE module as the
angles of the quantum rotation gates RY (a.k.a. quantum
angle embedding [38]) by using the cross-feature ordering
specified in the yellow cubes of Figure 2. This cross-feature
strategy is to allow more different features to interact with
each other, thereby having a deeper understanding of related
information [23]. The core FE module is more complicated,
so we introduce it later.

Once the core quantum signal processings are done with
the core FE module, we use the inverse-QC module (defined
in Table II) to read out the well processed quantum signals;
the related theory can be found in [23, Section II.C]. Sim-
ply speaking, the QC effect says that once we attempt to
read/observe the quantum state of the processed signals, it will
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immediately collapse to some eigenstate; thus, the function of
the inverse-QC module aims at learning the inverse mapping
from some measuring statistics (associated with the collapsed
quantum state) to the target image [23]. On the other hand,
the SS module (defined in Table II) is designed according to
the aforementioned light-splitting relation that splits an MSI
band into γ := 2 HSI bands, i.e., 0.5([Zm](i,:) ± [θ](i,:)) (cf.
Section II-B). This relation allows us to much more efficiently
focus on learning only half of the bands (say, even bands),
followed by generating the remaining odd bands for alternately
inserting into the even bands, thereby generating the virtual
HSI Zh = f(Zm), as graphically illustrated in the lower-right
block of Figure 2.

To well process the quantum signals, we need a strong core
processing module, such as a module with FE [23, Theorem
2]. Therefore, we employ a recently developed Ising-Rotation
quantum network architecture to design our core quantum FE
module, sequentially composed of Rotation Y gate, Ising XX
gate, Rotation X gate, Ising XX gate, and Rotation Y gate.
We then have the mathematical guarantee that the core FE
module can express any valid quantum operators, as stated in
the following theorem.

Theorem 1 The trainable quantum neurons deployed in the
core FE module of the proposed quantum prism network f
(cf. Figure 2) can express any valid quantum unitary oper-
ator U , with some real-valued trainable network parameters
{ρk, ωk, θk, ϕk}. □

The proof exactly follows the procedure of proving [23,
Theorem 2], and is omitted here for conciseness. As also
proved in [23], the Toffoli quantum entanglement is useful, and
hence utilized in our core FE module as well. In the last stage,
the Pauli-Z gate is used to measure the quantum information
using a strategy similar to the max pooling, and such a strategy
is also proven useful even in some rather complicated inverse
imaging tasks [23]. Overall, the core FE module is defined
in Table II. Therefore, we have completed the design of the
QUEEN-based quantum prism network f .

The interested readers are referred to [23, Section II.A] and
[23, Section II.B], where a comprehensive review of the fun-
damental concepts required in QUEEN is presented, including
quantum deep learning, barren plateaus effect, Dirac notation
system, and quantum measurement/collapse, etc. Next, we
experimentally demonstrate the strength of this QUEEN-based
PRIME algorithm for MU.

III. EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS

This section aims to demonstrate the effectiveness of the
proposed PRIME algorithm. As there is no MU work targeted
at the underdetermined case, we propose an experimental pro-
tocol for evaluating the performance of the MU algorithms in
Section III-A, where one can also find the detailed experimen-
tal setting and data description. In Section III-B, we conduct
comprehensive comparisons with the MU methods used in
[7]. Finally, the ablation study for the PRIME algorithm is
investigated in Section III-C.

TABLE II
DETAILED ARCHITECTURE OF THE PROPOSED QUANTUM PRISM f .
“CB(c,s,p)” DENOTES CONVOLUTION BLOCK COMPOSED OF THE
CONVOLUTION LAYER “CONV(c,s,p)” AND LEAKYRELU (WITH

NEGATIVE SLOPE 0.2), WHILE “TCB(c,s)” DENOTES TRANSPOSED CB
COMPOSED OF TRANSPOSED CONVOLUTION TCONV(c,s) AND

LEAKYRELU, WHERE (c, s, p) SPECIFY THE NUMBER OF OUTPUT
CHANNELS, THE KERNEL SIZE OF s× s, AND THE NUMBER OF PADDINGS,

RESPECTIVELY. THE “MAXPOOL” DENOTES THE MAX POOLING, THE
NON-NEGATIVE PROJECTION (“NNPROJ”) IS IMPLEMENTED BY RELU,

AND THE “UP-SAMPLE” IS IMPLEMENTED BY BILINEAR INTERPOLATION,
RESPECTIVELY.

Layer Configuration Output Size

Input - 4×256×256

DC Module

ConvModule 1 CB(8,3,1)×1 8×252×252
CB(8,3,0)×2

ConvModule 2 2×2 MaxPool 8×120×120
CB(8,3,0)×3

ConvModule 3 2×2 MaxPool 8×54×54
CB(8,3,0)×3

Core
Quantum

FE Module
(Theorem 1)

Reshape - 2(542)×4
Angle Embedding RY (2(542),4) 2(542)×4

Unitary Gate 1 RY (2(542),4) 2(542)×4
Reshape - 4(542)×2

Unitary Gate 2 XX(4(542),2) 4(542)×2
Reshape - 2(542)×4

Unitary Gate 3 RX (2(542),4) 2(542)×4
Reshape - 4(542)×2

Unitary Gate 4 XX(4(542),2) 4(542)×2
Reshape - 2(542)×4

Unitary Gate 5 RY (2(542),4) 2(542)×4

Toffoli
Entanglement

CCNOT(0,1,2) 2(542)×4
CCNOT(1,2,3) 2(542)×4
CCNOT(2,3,0) 2(542)×4
CCNOT(3,0,1) 2(542)×4

QC
Measurement Z(2(542),2) 2(542)×2

Reshape - 4×54×54

Inverse-QC
Module

TConvModule 1 TCB(8,3)×3 8×120×120
2×2 Up-sample

TConvModule 2 TCB(8,3)×3 8×252×252
2×2 Up-sample

TConvModule 3 TCB(8,3)×1 4×256×256
TCB(4,3)×1

SS Module
Subtraction - 4×256×256

Insertion Alternating 8×256×256
Projection NNProj 8×256×256

A. Experimental Protocol and Design

Since prior MU works do not consider the underdetermined
scenario, we cannot find suitable experimental protocols to
evaluate the MU performances. In view of this, we design
a protocol (cf. Figure 3) to facilitate future development of
the critical MU technique. Since there is no benchmark MU
dataset with available ground-truth (GT) B and S, our proto-
col (referred to as Lin’s protocol) is particularly designed to
address this issue, just like what Wald’s protocol has done for
HSI super-resolution [24], [39]. Similar to Wald’s protocol, we
start from a reference HSI, from which effective HU methods
(e.g., HISUN) are used to first generate the GT abundances
S and reference hyperspectral signatures Aref, where Aref is



8

Fig. 3. Flowchart of the proposed Lin’s protocol for evaluating the perfor-
mance of MU methods.

further uniformly downsampled along the spectral dimension
to obtain the GT multispectral signatures (endmembers) B.
Next, S and B are used to synthesize the reference MSI
Zm = BS, which are then fed into the MU methods to
estimate the signatures B̂ and abundances Ŝ. Finally, the
similarity between Ŝ and S, as well as the similarity between
B̂ and B, are measured with suitable quality metrics, as
illustrated in Figure 3.

For the reference HSI to be used in the protocol, we consider
the data acquired by NASA’s Airborne Visible/Infrared Imag-
ing Spectrometer (AVIRIS) sensor [40]. The AVIRIS sensor
is composed of 224 contiguous bands, and only 172 bands
are used in our experiments after removing those water-vapor
absorption bands (i.e., bands 1-10, 104-116, 152-170, and 215-
224). Then, the spectral ranges of the spectral downsampling
stage in the protocol correspond to the Landsat TM bands
1–4 (covering 450–520, 520–600, 630–690, and 760–900 nm
regions, respectively), in order to downsample the reference
signature Aref to obtain the 4-band GT signature B (i.e.,
P = 4). Three data from diverse regions are introduced below.
The first data (with a spatial resolution of 17.3 m) was acquired
over Vancouver Island, British Columbia, Canada. The second
data (with a spatial resolution of 11.7 m) was acquired over
Montrose, CO, USA. The third data (with a spatial resolution
of 16.8 m) was acquired over Nassau, FL, USA. All the three
reference images are with L = 256 × 256 pixels, and their
false-color images (composed of band 20 (R), band 12 (G),
and band 6 (B)) are displayed in Figure 4.

All the experiments are conducted under Mathworks MAT-
LAB R2023b and PyTorch 3.9 on a personal computer
equipped with an Intel Core-i9-10900X CPU with a speed of
3.70-GHz and 64 GB RAM, and two NVIDIA RTX-2080Ti
GPUs. To demonstrate the efficacy of PRIME over diverse
data regions, two popular metrics [24], [35], [41], [42] are
used in the experiment for quantitatively evaluating the MU
performance. In particular, we use the spectral angle mapper
(SAM) for evaluating the similarity between the reference

Fig. 4. False-color compositions of the investigated data acquired over
different studied regions.

signatures B and estimated signatures B̂, defined as

SAM =
1

N

N∑
n=1

arccos


(
[B̂](:,n)

)T (
[B](:,n)

)
∥[B̂](:,n)∥2 · ∥[B](:,n)∥2

 . (13)

Also, the root-mean-squared error (RMSE), defined as
1√
NL

∥Ŝ − S∥F , is employed to quantitatively measure the
similarity between the reference abundance S and estimated
abundance Ŝ. Smaller values of SAM/RMSE indicate better
MU performances.

B. Qualitative and Quantitative Analysis

In this section, we conduct qualitative and quantitative
analysis for the proposed PRIME algorithm (i.e., Algorithm 1)
together with related methods, on the three 4-band MSI data
described in Section III-A (i.e., P := 4). Also, we empirically
set N := 6 for all the three data. There are rather few existing
MU methods. We will compare with the MU methods used
in [7], which extends VCA [8] and NMF [43] to conduct the
MU task. Note that VCA will first perform dimensionality
reduction (DR). Considering that the number of bands is
smaller than the sources in MU (i.e., P < N ), we ignore
this DR step by running the algorithm in the P -dimensional
space. Since VCA can only compute the signatures B, we
compute the abundance S by left-multiplying Zm with the
pseudo-inverse of B, as suggested by the original paper [8].
As for NMF, the iteration number is set to 1000 for better
convergence. Besides, B and S in NMF are initialized by the
powerful HISUN as a warm start strategy [1]. As NMF itself
cannot yield a good abundance estimation result, we further
refine S by solving the non-negative least-squares problem
using the optimized B returned from NMF, in order to upgrade
the performance of NMF.

The estimated multispectral endmember signatures B̂, as
well as the corresponding abundance maps Ŝ, are collectively
displayed in Figure 5 (for Vancouver Island data), Figure 6
(for Montrose data) and Figure 7 (for Nassau data). Using the
PRIME algorithm and the Vancouver Island data for example,
the estimated N := 6 multispectral endmember signatures in
B̂ (i.e., the N column vectors in B̂) are displayed as the N
red curves in Figure 5, and the estimated N abundance maps
in Ŝ (corresponding to the N rows of Ŝ) are displayed as
the N maps in the second row (below GT) in Figure 5. This
displaying approach also applies to other algorithms and other
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data (cf. Figure 6 and Figure 7), and has been frequently used
in displaying the BSS results in the HU literature [4], [8].

For VCA, some of the estimated signatures quite deviate
from the GT; see, e.g., the 5th signature in Vancouver Island
data (cf. Figure 5(e)), the 3rd and 6th signatures in Montrose
data (cf. Figures 6(c) and 6(f)), and the 5th and 6th signatures
in Nassau data (cf. Figures 7(e) and 7(f)). However, VCA
can still well estimate some of the signatures, such as the
2nd and 6th signatures in Vancouver Island data (cf. Figures
5(b) and 5(f)), the 4th and 5th signatures in Montrose data
(cf. Figures 6(d) and 6(e)), and the 1st and 4th signatures in
Nassau data (cf. Figures 7(a) and 7(d)). This discovers that
part of the multispectral signatures could still be estimated
by the vertices of the data convex hull (i.e., simplex in HU).
As for the exact mechanism behind this discovery, it requires
more investigation, but it is clear that merely using the convex
geometry is insufficient for the underdetermined scenario.

For NMF, some multispectral signatures cannot be even
reasonably estimated; see, e.g., the 1st, 3rd and 4th signatures
in Vancouver Island data (cf. Figures 5(a), 5(c) and 5(d)), the
1st, 2nd, 3rd and 4th signatures in Montrose data (cf. Figures
6(a), 6(b), 6(c) and 6(d)), and the 3rd and 6th signatures
in Nassau data (cf. Figures 7(c) and 7(f)). Although some
signatures exhibit similar shapes to GT (cf. Figures 6(d)-(f)),
their radiance values are quite deviated, showing a funda-
mental limitation of NMF. Additionally, NMF shows failure
performance when estimating the abundance maps for all the
three data, and VCA fails in the the Montrose and Nassau data.
This is because both methods do not involve any fundamental
mechanism to address the underdetermined issue.

With the judicious prism mechanism (cf. Figure 1), the
induced MU data-fitting term (2) can well tackle the highly
challenging underdetermined MU problem. Specifically, for
all the three data, it can be seen that the proposed PRIME
algorithm achieves highly promising results on all the sig-
nature/abundance estimations. Though the 3rd estimated sig-
nature in the Montrose data has some deviation, its curve
shape still holds a high resemblance to the GT signature;
see the red and black curves in Figure 6(c). Accordingly,
the 3rd abundance map estimated by PRIME still has very
high quality, as can be seen from the first map (GT) and the
second map (PRIME) in Figure 6(c). The highly remarkable
thing is that the proposed PRIME algorithm successfully
separates 6 sources merely from 4 observations (i.e., N > P ),
demonstrating the feasibility of MU for the underdetermined
case, under a fully blind setting!

To fairly argue the superior performance of PRIME, we also
conduct a quantitative evaluation. The estimated results over
three data in terms of SAM, RMSE, and computational time
are summarized in Table III, where the boldfaced numbers
indicate the smallest SAM/RMSE or the fastest computational
time. For all three data, one can observe that the proposed
PRIME algorithm achieves the smallest SAM, indicating the
best spectral shape preservation capability in B̂, as well as
the smallest RMSE, revealing the excellent spatial quality
of the estimated abundances in Ŝ. The computational time
of PRIME, however, is longer than other fast algorithms
like VCA and NMF, mainly owing to the iterative network

TABLE III
PERFORMANCE COMPARISON AMONG DIFFERENT METHODS IN TERMS OF

SAM, RMSE, AND COMPUTATIONAL TIME.

Data Methods SAM (↓) RMSE (↓) Time (sec.)

Vancouver Island
VCA 15.9815 0.3027 0.0132
NMF 14.7131 0.2455 17.2320

PRIME 6.8008 0.1612 52.6942

Montrose
VCA 4.3710 0.1628 0.0124
NMF 4.7868 0.2001 18.0904

PRIME 2.5316 0.0916 53.0591

Nassau
VCA 19.8339 0.2940 0.0219
NMF 24.6427 0.4466 16.2542

PRIME 10.7257 0.0830 54.4968

update stage (cf. (9)). Nevertheless, if one accepts a non-blind
mechanism, the quantum prism network f may be pre-trained,
and we expect that the overall computational time of PRIME
would be reduced to just a few seconds.

C. Ablation Study

In this experiment, we conduct an ablation study to investi-
gate the influence of three key components of PRIME. First,
PRIME has adopted the heuristic initialization (HI) strategy
(8). We will show that this is better than the random initial-
ization strategy when computing Z0

h. Second, we evaluate the
value of the SS module in the QUEEN-based prism f , which
judiciously utilizes the physical meaning of light splitting
to reduce half of the network parameters as described in
Section II-C. Otherwise, when SS module is removed, the
last layer of the inverse-QC module (i.e., TConvModule 3)
should be revised to directly have M = 8 output channels.
Though this seems more straightforward, the performance
significantly degrades, as will be seen. Third, to implement
the tough subproblem (11), we update (At,St) by using the
convex geometry (CG) theory [4]. Otherwise, we need to
implement (11) directly using the algebra-based NMF method
[43]. Nevertheless, as will be seen, this is less efficient.

We test the proposed PRIME algorithm by turning on two
of the three components (and turning off the other one) for all
the three data introduced in Section III-A. The ablation study
results averaged over the three data are quantitatively displayed
in Table IV. We observe that the MU performance of PRIME
significantly degrades if SS module or CG module is turned
down. Though the performance of PRIME also degrades when
HI module is not used, it is not too significant. This shows
that initialization does play some role when implementing the
non-convex MU criterion (7), but even when Z0

h is simply
initialized by uniformly random matrix, the proposed PRIME
algorithm still has the capability of retrieving relatively good
estimates of (B̂, Ŝ) through the subsequent iterative updating
procedure (cf. Algorithm 1). The proposed PRIME algorithm
achieves the best MU performance when all the HI/SS/CG
modules are used, proving the effectiveness of these compo-
nents, as can be seen in Table IV.
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Fig. 5. The MU results, including the estimated abundance maps and the multispectral endmember signatures, for the Vancouver Island data.

TABLE IV
ABLATION STUDY FOR THE PROPOSED PRIME ALGORITHM, WHERE THE

MARKER “"” MEANS THAT THE CORRESPONDING MODULE IS USED.

HI module SS module CG module SAM (↓) RMSE (↓)
" " 23.5092 0.5307
" " 16.8238 1.5109

" " 14.2302 0.1937
" " " 6.6860 0.1119

IV. CONCLUSION

In this work, we have the first attempt to resolve the MU
problem for the underdetermined scenario, where we have
more sources than the MSI bands. The proposed PRIME algo-
rithm judiciously introduces a virtual quantum prism to tackle
the underdetermined issue. The prism conducts the light-
splitting task to generate more virtual bands, and induces a
novel data-fitting term for MU. The data-fitting term, together

with some customized geometry-based volume and algebra-
based sparsity regularization terms, forms the proposed MU
criterion. Our PRIME algorithm elegantly implements the
criterion by plugging in the computationally efficient convex
geometry method, and proposes a quantum deep image prior
(QDIP) strategy to achieve a fully blind mechanism. For the
virtual quantum prism, the adopted quantum feature extraction
technique has the mathematical guarantee of quantum full
expressibility. We also design an experimental protocol to
evaluate the MU performance. As it turns out, the PRIME
algorithm is highly effective for addressing the MU problem
in terms of both quantitative and qualitative perspectives.
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